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SUBJECT: Child Support Enforcenent/Establishes Departnent of Child Support/FTB
pilot Programfor Current Support Cbligations

SUMVARY OF BILL

This bill, as it directly affects Franchi se Tax Board (FTB), woul d express the
Legislature's intent to establish a one-year six-county pilot project to assess
the benefits of referring to the FTB all child support obligations presently
bei ng enforced by the district attorney or local child support agency pursuant to
the Welfare and Institutions Code.

The counties participating in the pilot would be selected by the Undersecretary
of Child Support Services (Undersecretary), which is created by this bill. The
sel ection would be by county application, in consultation with the FTB and | ocal
child support agencies. The referral of the obligations would begin by February
1, 2000, and end February 1, 2001. A report to the Legislature by FTB, with
specified data, would be due February 15, 2001. The bill also specifies the
criteria that would deemthe pilot a success.

Additionally, certain persons currently required under federal lawto file an
information return reporting non-enpl oyee personal services (independent
contractor registry [ICR]) for which $600 or nore was paid would be required to
accelerate the reporting of those services and paynents to Enpl oynent Devel oprent
Departnent (EDD), operative July 1, 2000. The reporting would be required by the
earlier of 20 days after entering into the personal service contract with
aggregate paynents in excess of $600 or when paynments made exceed $600. The
informati on could be used for child support enforcement, tax enforcement and EDD
pur poses.

This analysis will not address the remaining provisions in the bill, which al
relate to child support enforcenent.

SUMVARY OF AMENDMENT

The March 18, 1999, and April 6, 1999, anendnents were to the child support

enf orcenent provisions that do not directly affect FTB. The February 25, 1999,
anmendnent s added the above provisions that directly affect the FTB and certain of
the child support enforcenment provisions. FTB did not conplete a previous

anal ysis of this bill.

EFFECTI VE DATE

This bill would be effective January 1, 2000, with various operative dates. The
Under secretary woul d be appointed on or before January 1, 2000.
Board Position: Department Director Date
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The counties participating in FTB s pilot project would be sel ected and begin
referring cases by February 1, 2000. The ICR reportings would begin
July 1, 2000.

BOARD POSI TI ON

Pendi ng.

Each of the above provisions will be analyzed separately in this analysis. The
FTB pil ot project provision begins on page 2. The ICR provision begins on page
8.
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FTB PI LOT PROJECT PROVI SI ON

LEG SLATI VE H STORY

SB 240 (Speier; 1999) would establish a FTB pilot project to collect and enforce
current support for Los Angeles County and establishes a Secretary of Statew de

Chil d Support.

SB 542 (Burton; 1999) would establish a Departnment of Child Support Enforcenent.

PROGRAM HI STORY/ BACKGROUND

For purposes of this analysis, the followi ng definitions are used:

“Arrearage” is the unpaid child support for past periods owed by a parent who
is obligated to pay an anmount for support by court order.

“Col l ection” nmeans the receiving, receipt, and posting (cashiering) of noney.

“Current support” is the anount of child support that neets the court-ordered
support obligation for the current nonth.

“Del i nquent,” for purposes of FTB s delinquent child support enforcenent
program is that amount that remains unpaid 91 days and nore beyond the due
date. However, for the statewi de child support enforcenent and coll ection
programin general, may be used interchangeably with “arrearage.”

“Due date” is the date specifically stated in the support order or, if no date
specific is stated in the support order, the last day of the nonth in which the
support paynent is to be paid.

“Earnings (or wage) assignnent” is an obligation ordered by the court requiring
the enployer to automatically deduct a fixed anmount fromthe earnings of the
obligor. Since 1994, all support orders nust include an earni ngs assi gnnent.

“Enforcement” is taking an action to conpel paynment of a child support or
medi cal support obligation. An action involves both direct enforcenent
actions, such as seizure of a bank account, and indirect actions which result
i n paynent of support, such as suspension of a business or driver’s |license.
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Enf orcenment may include issuing wage assignnments to enployers for current
support, a demand for paynent of current, past due or delinquent anounts or
levies to third-parties, including unenploynent conpensation, for delinquent
support .

“Past due support,” for purposes of FTB s delinquent child support enforcenent
program is that anmount that remains unpaid 30 to 90 days beyond the due date.

“Support order” nmeans a judgnment, decree or order issued by a court for the
support and mai ntenance of a child, famly and/or spouse. Support orders can
i nclude anmounts for nonetary support, health care, paynent of arrearage,

rei mbursenment of costs and fees and interest and penalti es.

“Title IV-D' is reference to part of the federal Social Security Act that
requires each state to create a programto | ocate noncustodi al parents,
establish paternity, establish and enforce child support obligations and
coll ect and distribute support paynents.

Title 1'V-D requires each state to have a plan that provides for a “single and
separate organi zational unit” to admnister its child support plan. Under
California law, the Departnent of Social Services (DSS), which is within Health
and Human Services Agency, is designated California s single organizational unit
to admi nister the state plan for securing child support, and its director is
generally required to set forth the related policies (W&l C 11475). The county
district attorneys (DAs) are delegated by | aw responsibility for establishment,
enforcenent and collection activities, which include the establishnent of
paternity (W&l C 11475.1) and securing a wage assi gnment by court order or other
| egal neans (support orders). The DA may enforce a support order issued to any
noncust odi al parent for the benefit of any custodial parent, regardl ess of

whet her the custodial parent is or has been on welfare.

Begi nni ng January 1, 1998, under California |law, for those support orders that
the DAs are responsible for enforcing, the DA

may voluntarily refer current child support obligations to FTB for issuance of
a wage assignnment and collection of the resulting paynents.

may voluntarily refer cases that are nore than 30 but |ess than 91 days past
due to FTB for enforcenent as though they are delinquent final personal income
t axes.

is required, unless specifically excepted by DSS, to refer cases that are 91
days delinquent to FTB for enforcenent as though they are delinquent fina
personal incone taxes.

FTB receives fromthe DA only that information that is needed to enforce paynent
of the amount due, i.e., the identity of the obligor and the anmount due. After
FTB recei ves and coll ects paynent, it notifies the Controller of the anopunt
collected and to which referring county to transfer that anount. The DA

mai ntains the case file information and distributes FTB child support collections
accordi ngly.

The distribution is a conplex process based on federal and state regul ati ons.
The county then di sburses the noneys to the private party or governnental agency
that has a claimon the funds. According to DSS, federal nmandate phases in a
“famly first policy.”
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Chil d support delinquencies that accrue after the custodial parent received aid
fromthe state and coll ected after October 1, 1997, will be distributed to the
famly first rather than to the state for reinbursenent of the costs of that
state aid. Beginning Cctober 1, 2000, collections of child support delinquencies
accrued before the custodial parent received aid fromthe state also will be
distributed to the famlies first rather than to the state for rei nbursenent.
In addition, regardl ess of when the delinguency accrues or is collected, the
custodi al parent may be eligible for the first $50 collected, as an incentive
paynment. Therefore, while FTB knows the anpbunt it collects, and in the case of
mul tiple child support delinquencies for the sanme person, can provide basic
accounting for the multiple collections, FTB does not know how t he anounts are
di stributed and di sbursed and what part was applied to the delinquency, if any.
FTB relies on counties to provide updated bal ances on a tinely basis.

The FTB, which is in the State and Consuner Services Agency, consists of the
State Controller, the Director of Finance and the Chairman of the State Board of
Equal i zati on. The Franchi se Tax Board adm ni sters the personal inconme, bank and
corporation and related tax | aws, which includes collection and enforcenent
thereof. FTB s peak season for processing tax returns is February through June
each year. During FTB' s 1998 peak season, FTB received and processed
approximately 13 mllion tax returns and deposited $13 billion in tax

col | ecti ons.

In addition to tax adm nistration responsibilities, FTB collects and enforces
paynment of various non-tax debts as though they are delinquent final persona

i ncone taxes. One such debt is delinquent child support. Because FIB is

aut hori zed under existing law to collect and enforce current child support for
counties on a voluntarily basis, FTB had begun to enhance its existing child
support delinquency enforcenment systemto accommopdate current support account
processi ng. However, FTB did not receive sufficient interest fromthe counties
to warrant continued enhancenent of its existing systemfor this purpose.

FTB s delinquent child support enforcenent program which includes collection
t hereof, receives 66% of its departnmental costs through federal reinbursenent via
DSS and the remaining 34%fromthe General Fund.

Under current tax law, FTB s child support enforcenent activities nust not
interfere with FTB's responsibility to adm nister and enforce the Personal |ncomne
Tax Law (PITL). A collection priority is established under tax | aw whereby, if
nore than one debt is being enforced by FTB, FTB is required to apply anmounts
“being collected” first against personal inconme taxes and any remai ning anount to
child support.

To enforce paynment of a debt, wages may be |evied through either an assignnent,
a garni shnment or a w thholding order, primarily depending on the type of debt. A
judgnent creditor typically uses a wage garni shment for up to 25% of the debtor’s
di sposabl e earnings per pay period. An earnings or wage assignnment is typically
used to enforce current child support. A withholding order is admnistratively
generated, without court action. An adm nistrative earnings w thhol di ng order
for taxes (EWOT) is limted to 25% of di sposable incone. For child support

del i nquenci es, an adm nistrative w thhol ding order issued by FTBis limted to
50% of di sposabl e earnings, but for the DA, an administrative earnings assignment
islimted to the greater of 3% of the arrearage or $50. A support order can be
nodi fied to include in the wage assi gnnment an anmount for the arrearage.



Assenbly Bill 196 ( Kuehl)
Amended April 6, 1999
Page 5

In addition to traditional “earnings,” a wage assignment or earnings wthhol ding
order for child support can attach anmounts to becone due an obligor on a

conti nuous basis, i.e., rents, royalties and nonenpl oyee conpensati on
(contractual anounts).

When a del i nquent child support case is referred to FTB, enforcenent action

i ncludes the search for an enployer and, if one is |located, the issuance of an
EWD. However, under current federal regulations, when an enployer is |ocated an
ear ni ngs assignnment for current support must be issued. Therefore, in order to
meet federal regulations, the DA wll frequently withdraw the case from FTB and

i ssue the required earnings assignnment for the anpunt of the current support plus
3% or $50 (whichever is greater) to apply to the arrearage. Thus, replacing
FTB' s adm nistrative EWD, which attached up to 50% of earnings, and resulting in
| esser anmpunts collected. |In order for a DA to increase the anmount stated on the
ear ni ngs assignnment, the DA would need to return to court to nodify the support
or der.

SPECI FI C FI NDI NGS

Currently, California s delinquent child support enforcenent programis
adm nistered by FTB. DSS is the Title IV-D agency with the overall
responsibility for California s child support enforcement program The DAs
remai n responsi bl e for maintaining the account information and case nmanagenent.
FTB staff responds to general questions regarding FTB s enforcenent actions. 1In
the event an obligor has questions about the conputation of the amobunt due, the
obligor is referred to the responsi bl e DA

Under this bill, the Department of Child Support Services (DCSS) woul d be
created to replace DSS as the Title IV-D agency. An Undersecretary woul d be
appointed to be responsible for overseeing and managing “the state’'s child
support enforcenent prograni until the DCSS transitions into place,

January 1, 2001

Under this bill, it would be the intent of the Legislature to inplenment a pil ot
programto assess the benefits of referring to FTB all child support obligations
for enforcenent and collection of the anbunt due. For six “pilot” counties, FTB
woul d be responsible for enforcenent of current support and enforcenent of
anounts not delinquent or past-due. Upon application of the counties, the
Undersecretary would select the six pilot counties and referral of the
obligations would begin by February 1, 2000. The pilot period would be one-year,
endi ng February 1, 2001. FTB s existing child support delinquency enforcenent
program woul d continue as required under existing law. FTB would be required to
report on the pilot project to the Legislature by February 15, 2001. The pil ot
woul d be deenmed a success if the anobunt of current child support collected by the
FTB under the pilot project exceeds the amount of current child support collected
by the respective pilot counties in prior years, adjusted by the average increase
in collections in the pilot county for the past five years.

Under this bill, beginning March 1, 2001, the DAs’ del egated child support
enforcenent responsibilities would shift to a new county departmnment of child
support services, to be inplemented by all 58 counties June 30, 2002.
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Pol i cy Consi derati ons

Li nes of authority for adm nistering FTB' s child support prograns may be
uncl ear since responsibility for adm nistering the prograns would be with
the three-nmenber FTB, placed under the State and Consuners Services
Agency, but the Undersecretary would be required to rmanage the prograns.

In the event a personal income tax (PIT) tax debtor also owes current or
past-due child support, FTB s enforcenent priority is unclear. Currently
enforcenent of PIT takes priority over delinquent child support
enforcenent. However, federal regulations require that once an enpl oyer
is located, an earnings assignment nust be issued and take precedent over
any ot her earnings assignnent, w thhold order and/or other |evy.

The workl oads created by this bill could conpete against FTB s core
responsibilities and processes for PIT, especially during FTB' s peak PIT
filing season.

| npl ement ati on Consi derati ons

Staff’s initial concern is that the pilot project cannot be inplenented by
the FTB within the required tine franes. Fromthe date of enactnent, it
woul d take approximately 16 nonths to conplete the feasibility study report
(FSR) process and the programm ng and testing of the conputer systens. |f
the bills were enacted this fall, 16 nonths places the processes and systens
in place by early 2001; however, staff raises concern that inplenmenting this
new process during peak season could disrupt tax return processing. Staff,
therefore, strongly suggests the pilot project begin inplenentation

July 1, 2001

Aside fromthe tine frame concern, staff anticipates the pilot project could
be inplenented in either of two ways: (1) focus on the enforcenent and

col l ection workl oad generated solely by the pilot project; or (2) anticipate
that the pilot project would be successful and create within the pil ot
project the ability for FTB to accommpdate the workl oad for enforcenent and
collection of Title I'V-D child support cases on a statewi de basis. In
either plan, FTB would continue expansion of its existing child support data
base to incorporate current support cases and add the capability of issuing
ear ni ngs assignnments for current support cases to the automated enforcenent
system (Accounts Recei vable Collection System[ARCS]), which is being
designed with a targeted inplenentation date of June 2000. However, for the
col l ection workload, the plans significantly differ because while FTB s

exi sting collection conputer systemhas the capacity to process the pilot
project’s estimated 1.3 mllion additional paynents annually, it does not
have the capacity to process the statewide estimated 10 m|llion paynents
annually. If plan #1 (pilot plan) were inplenmented FTB woul d nerely expand
its existing tax collection computer systemto accommodate the pilot project
wor kl oad, but under plan #2 (statewi de plan), a new collection conputer
system woul d be required.
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To begin the programm ng and testing of the conmputer systens inmediately
foll ow ng approval of the feasibility study report (FSR) process, staff
further suggests that the bill provide an appropriation for fiscal year

2000/ 01, of which 66% woul d be paid fromfederal reinbursenent received from
DSS/ DCSE and 34% from t he General Fund.

Further, nost pilot projects that FTB has inplenmented were for a duration

| onger than one year, which would be the period allowed under this bill.
Staff has raised concern and is further exploring whether one year would be
sufficient to measure the pilot project and whether sufficient data and
statistics are available regarding the current systens to adequately nmeasure
t he success of the project as detailed by the bill.

As suggested above, assuming a July 1, 2001, inplenentation date for
referral of current support information and an appropriation for FTB s
departmental costs, inplementation of this bill for purposes of this
anal ysi s further assunes:

1. The six pilot counties would be the sane as those in FTB s origi nal
pilot project for its child support delinquency program Fresno, Los
Angel es, Nevada, Santa Cl ara, Sol ano, and Ventura.

2. The counties would obtain or otherw se assure the existence of a
support order and continue to perform case nanagenent on all child
support accounts for which it is responsible. Rather than send FTB
a copy of the support order, staff assunes the counties would
transmit to FTB sufficient information (in a form and manner
prescribed by FTB, as required by the bill) for it to issue or
transfer the earnings assignnent or otherw se enforce the support

order, including enployer information if known. It is also assuned
the bill would clearly require the pilot counties to delegate to FTB
the authority to enforce the support orders on the current support
cases they are referring to FTB. It is also assuned, but the bil

needs to clarify, that earnings assignnents issued and in effect on
a case prior to the referral date would continue to be in effect at
the tinme of referral, but the case would be referred to FTB for
nmonitoring of the earning assignment and enforcenent as needed.

3. For the pilot period, which would begin July 1, 2001, FTB would
receive fromthe six counties information on approxi mately 170, 000
current support orders. FTB would collect per year approximtely
1.3 mllion paynments as a result of the pilot project. As a result
of the support orders and/or earnings assignnments referred under the
pilot project, FTB would issue 800, 000 notices (including
enf orcenent notices).

O additional concern, is that the Departnent of I|Information Technol ogy and
the Admi nistration had a plan for a consolidated data center to occur after
Y2K i ssues have been resolved. This consolidated data center plan could
affect the inplenentation plan envisioned in this analysis.
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FI SCAL | MPACT

Depart nental Costs

As the bill noves through the |egislative process, the envisioned

i npl enentation plan may be revised and/or costs nodified. However, under

t he above di scussed inplenentation plans, staff prelimnarily estinmtes that
FTB departnmental startup costs would range from$13 million to $28 mllion
as follows for fiscal year 2000/01

Costs (in mllions)

Plan 1 Pl an 2

Pilot only St at ewi de
Col I ection system $ 1.0 $15.0
Enf or cenent data base 5.5 5.5
Aut omat ed enforcenent system 5.3 5.3
Depart nent al over head .9 2.1
Tot al $12.7 $27.9

Thi s anal ysis does not take into account all of the follow ng costs that
have the potential of significantly increasing the costs identified in this
anal ysi s:

facilities and rel ated/ associ ated cost s,
security,

networ k and conmuni cations infrastructure, and
mai n frane system capacity.

Col |l ection Estimate

The data and information necessary to determine the collection inpact of the
one-year pilot programare not available. To the extent the departnent is
able to receive child support paynents earlier than the DAs as a result of
this bill, there could be an acceleration of child support collections.

This estimate does not take into consideration the affect that this bill may
have on conpeting debts, as discussed under Policy Consideration

This estimate does not consider the possible changes in enploynent, personal
i ncone, or gross state product that could result fromthis bill.
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| NDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR REG STRY PROVI SI ON

LEG SLATI VE H STORY

AB 780 (Caldron; 1999) requires state agencies to report independent contractors.
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PROGRAM HI STORY/ BACKGROUND

AB 573 (Kuehl; 1997), as anended May 15, 1997, woul d have created a i ndependent
contractor registry identical to the one to be created under this bill

Enpl oyers are required to file enployee quarterly wage reports to EDD. EDD s

enpl oyer/ enpl oyee information is available to FTB for delinquent child support
enforcenment and PIT enforcenent shortly after the end of each quarter. In addition
enpl oyers are required to report their enployee’'s nane and SSN to EDD within 20 days
of the hiring, rehiring or return to work of an enpl oyee (New Enpl oyee Registry
(NER)) SB 1423; Stats. 1992, Ch. 850). The NER was enacted to hel p enforcenent
actions against those individuals able to avoid collection because the quarterly
return information was received too late to be used as an effective enforcenment
resource. EDD may inpose a penalty against enployers that fail to report new

enpl oyees as required.

Under the Personal Responsibility and Wrk Qpportunity Reconciliation Act of

1996, by Cctober 1, 1997, all states are required to operate a state directory of
new enpl oyees, whereby all enployers nust report all new enpl oyees not |ater than
20 days after enploynent, or twice a nonth if reporting electronically.
California’s NER satisfies the federal nandate.

Under current |aw and practice, FTB uses an automated enforcenent systemto
garni sh wages and attach bank accounts of debtors. Typically, the autonmated

enf orcenent system uses the debtor’s SSN to search tax records and tax
information returns filed by banks, other third parties, EDD records and 1099
information to | ocate the debtor’s assets. Upon a match of the SSN and the
asset, a withholding order is issued. An order to withhold (OTW is issued for
bank accounts, cash, and cash equival ents. Continuous OIW generally are used to
attach contractual paynents and/or nonenpl oyee conpensati on. Earni ngs

wi t hhol ding orders (EWD are used to garnish wages or, in the case of child
support enforcenent, may attach contractual paynents and/or nonenpl oyee
conmpensation. An EWD for delinquent child support generally attaches 50% of the
paynment due the obligor.

To use EDD s quarterly wage information, FTB accesses EDD s data base. However,
for FTB to use EDD s NER, EDD requires that FTB provide a nagnetic media tape
containing a list of the delinquencies. For enforcenent of child support

del i nquencies, FTB routinely provides EDD with its list. However, the vol um nous
size of the PIT file precludes FTB fromusing this process for PIT enforcenent.

SPECI FI C FI NDI NGS

Under Section 6041A of the Internal Revenue Code (IRC), persons in a trade or
busi ness (service-recipients) that pay $600 or nore for personal services to an
i ndependent contractor are required to file an information return (1099M SC) with
the IRS by February 28, follow ng the close of the cal endar year. The 1099M SC
contains the follow ng information

t he nane, address, and federal identification nunber of the person filing the
i nformation return,

t he nanme, address and identification nunber of the independent contractor (SSN
in the case of an individual), and

t he aggregate anmount of the paynments nmade to that person
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For California purposes, service recipients are required to send a copy of
their federal 1099M SC to FTB at the sane tine it is required to be filed with
the IRS. |If a service recipient has nore than 250 i ndependent contractors, the
1099M SC copy nust be filed with FTB on magnetic nedia, which is generally
avail able for FTB to access by May or June followi ng the close of the cal endar

year. |If the service recipient has fewer than 250 i ndependent contractors, it
may elect to file a conbined federal/state 1099M SC or file a paper information
return. In the case of a conbined or paper information return, |IRS shares the

informati on contained on the information return with FTB, and this information is
general ly available for FTB access by Novenber follow ng the cl ose of the
cal endar year

Under this bill, service-recipients who are required to file an independent
contractor information return under Section 6041A would report to EDD the sane
information required on the 1099M SC descri bed above, plus the foll ow ng
addi tional information:

the date of the contract or, if no contract, the date that paynent first
exceeded $600, and

the total dollar anmbunt of the contract, if any, and the contract expiration
dat e.

The informati on would be reported the earlier of 20 days after entering into
t he personal service contract or, if no contract, first paying nore than $600.

| npl ement ati on Consi derati ons

FTB staff anticipates it would use the I ndependent Contractor Registry (ICR
for child support enforcenent in the same formand nmanner that it uses EDD s
NER. If the ICRinformation is matched with a delinquent child support
obligor, FTB would issue a 50% wage withhol di ng order on the nonenpl oyee
conpensati on.

Techni cal Consi deration

Page 9, lines 23 and 24 references “paragraph (A) of subdivision (a) of Section
6041 of the Internal Revenue Code.” The correct reference is “subdivision (a)
of Section 6041A.~

FI SCAL | MPACT

Depart nental Costs

Currently, EDD charges FTB for its use of the New Enpl oyee Registry for
child support purposes. Assumng the costs for the |Independent Contractor
Regi stry were approxi mately the sane, the costs per fiscal year could be in
t he $10, 000 range and woul d be included in the child support enforcenent
progranm s annual budget.
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Col |l ection Estimte

Estimated I npact of AB 196 on FTB's
Del i nquent Child Support Enforcenment Program
I ndependent Contractor Registry
Fi scal Year
(In MI1ions)

2000-1 | 2001-2 | 2002-3

| ndependent Contract or/ Del i nquent
Chi | d Support +$1 +$3 +$5

This estimate does not consider the possible changes in enploynent, personal
i ncone, or gross state product that could result fromthis bill.

This estimate is based on the results of FTB s existing delinquent child
support enforcenent program and 1099M SC i nformati on avail able to FTB
reported under |IRC Section 6041A (non-enpl oyee conmpensation). In addition
the foll owi ng data and assunpti ons were used:

FTB woul d use the ICR for collecting delinquent child support in a manner
simlar to the NER and i ssue 50% ear ni ngs w t hhol di ng orders.

EDD woul d process the service-recipient information within 30 days of
receipt in a format that FTB can use to match child support records
submtted by FTB.

By the third year, the maxi mumreporting conpliance rate would be

achi eved, which would be two-thirds (22%the first year, 44%the second
year).

Adj ustnments were made in the first year to exclude pre-existing contracts
and to allow for inplenentation |ags.

The average contract period is six nonths.

The average coll ection anounts for independent contractors were based on
the total child support collections through earnings w thhol ding orders
divided by total returns with reported sal ari es and wages, increased by
50%to reflect potentially larger inconmes of independent contractors.

This estimate includes increased collections by FTB only for its existing
del i nquent child support program This estinmate does not take into

consi deration increased child support obligations for current support that
woul d be collected by | ocal child support agency or FTB' s pilot programas a
result of the reporting required by this bill.

This estimte assunes the I CR would be nanaged by EDD similarly to the NER
t hereby precluding FTB' s use of the registry for PIT collection purposes.



